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craftsmen were forced to fall back on agriculture as their sole means
of subsistence and survival. Between 1770 and 1900 —130 years —
there were twenty-two famines. Millions of people died of starvation
and the survivors had not much strength left to resist the evils of
foreign domination, l^ord Bentinck, the Governor-General, reported
in 1834 that "the misery hardly finds a parallel in the history of com-
merce. The bones of the cotton weavers are bleaching the plains of
India.91 The impoverished nation, however, rose heroically in revolt.
The Revolt of 1857 threw everything in confusion and its suppres-
sion was followed by the abolition of the East India Company and by
the assumption of the government of the country by the British
sovereign. By the Act for the Better Government of India passed in
August 1858, the authority of the directors and of the Board of Con-
trol was transferred to the Secretary of State responsible as a member
of the cabinet to Parliament. In November 1858 Lord Canning, now
styled Viceroy as well as Governor-General, formally announced the
change through a Royal Proclamation, "We hold ourselves bound to
the natives of our Indian territories by the same obligation of duties
which bind us to all our other subjects. In their prosperity will be our
strength; in their contentment our security; and in their gratitude our
best reward."
For many years the proclamation acted like a balm and Indian
leaders vied with one another in their loyalty to the British crown.
But regarding the pledge of equal status for all British subjects, Lord
Lytton who was the Viceroy from 1876 to 1880, in a confidential
letter to the Secretary of State for India, wrote, "We all know that
these claims and expectations never can or will be fulfilled.9' One
Indian entered the Indian Civil Service in 1864, three more in 1871.
As late as 1913 over eighty per cent of the highest and best paid posts
in the civil service as a whole were still in British hands. In Britain
public interest in India, excited for a time by the 1857 rebellion, was
dying down. Only on rare occasions could Indian policy be made an
issue in party warfare, for the leaders on both sides were agreed that
self-government for India was not yet practical politics. Disraeli, for
example, presented Queen Victoria with the imperial title in 1876
in order, as he said, to show the world that "the Parliament of
England has resolved to uphold the Empire of India.** John Bright, in
every way Disraeli's opposite, was as convinced as any Tory that the
attainment of India's freedom, would be a matter of "generations".

